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Perception of supervisors and occupational therapy students on the fieldwork teaching 
Yoichi NAGAI, Mitsuo ISHIZAWA, Noboru MATSUSHITA, Satoshi SENDA
Department of Occupational Therapy, School of Health Sciences,
Sapporo Medical University
Abstract
The purpose of this study was to identify the perception of clinical supervisors and  occupational
therapy students about the teaching during level Ⅲfieldwork experience in order to clarify the
difficulties in clinical fieldwork teaching. Thirty five supervisors and 41 occupational therapy
students were asked to choose stressed point from the questionnaire consisted of 14 items covering
cognitive, psychomotor, and affective domain. As a whole, majority of supervisors and students had a
tendency to choose cognitive domain, especially problem solving functions. Supervisors working in a
psychosocial dysfunction area prefered affective domain to other domains. Compared to supervisors,
the number of students' choice was less. Contingency rate between supervisors and students were
highest in the cognitive domain, followed by psychomotor and affective domain, except psychosocial
dysfunction area, where the affective domain was the highest. A need for a longitudinal study is
suggested.
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